END  OF MINISTRY

blood for the freedom of the world passed, without audible
protest, from Eobespierre to Napoleon.  Yet the Eevolution is
all of a piece.   The Eepublic moves steadily on as one indis-
soluble, vivifying force.    Compare the Prance of the panic
of 1875 with the Prance of to-day.   Her position is the result
of understandings and alliances and friendships based on the
authority of her armed force.   Prance has resumed her position
n Europe, in spite of a few weak and mean-spirited Frenchmen,
whose opposition only strengthened the patriotic enthusiasm
)f the nation at large.   The history of the Eepublican Party
aad been one long consecration of the watchwords of the French
devolution.   Liberty of the Press.   Liberty of public meeting.
Liberty of association.   Liberty of trade unions.   Liberty of
ninds by public schools.    Liberty of thought and religion,
jiberty of secular instruction.   Liberty of State and worship.
jaws had been passed for relief of the sick.   A day of rest had
>een prescribed for all.   Workmen's compensation for injury
.ad been made imperative.   The Income Tax had been passed
y the Assembly.   " The Eevolution is in effect one and
^divisible, and, with unbroken persistence, the work of the
Republic goes on."   A fine record !   So argued Clemenceau.
Notwithstanding all the mistakes which Socialists so bitterly
rented, this was a great victory for the Eepublicans and for the
.dministration of which Clemenceau was the head.   Not the
ast important claim to national recognition of good service
)ne was the establishment of the Ministry of Labour, over
hich Viviani, the well-koown Socialist, presided.   The pressure
events, as well as the pressure of the Socialists themselves,
ight well have pushed the Eadical-Socialist Premier farther
ong the Socialist path.

Unfortunately for the Prime Minister, and, from more than
.e point of view, for the nation, M. Clemenceau had another
those strange fits of impatience and irascibility which he had
hibited more than once before. The political antagonism
fcween M. Clemenceau and M. Delcasse was of long standing,
d was intensified^ personal bitterness. During his tenure
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